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BURGESSES and OTHERs of his 
Congregation, who have withdrawn from 
his Miniſtry, becauſe He cannot condemn 

the BURG ESS-OATH as a Ground of Se- 
pr Gwe and Excommunication, nor even 
admit the alledged Sinfulneſs thereof, to 
be a Term of Miniſte Fil and | Chr iſtian 
Communiĩon. 
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Prov. xxvi. 18, 19. As 4 Nad nan who caſteth Sr kran, 
Arrows and Death; So is the Man that deceiueth his 
Neighbour, and faith, Am not I in a Sport? 3 
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A LETTER from Mr. Fißßer to the 
Bux ESS ES, LC. wry 


DE AR FRAIE NDs, 


T is with the outmoſt Regret, that I am forced at laſt, 
[ to addreſs you in this publick Manner, being inut up 
from every Way of peaccable Acc eſs unto you. And 
tho' I am afraid that any Eſſay of mine for your Benefit, 
will not have the deſired Effect, at leaſt as to ſome of you, 
who ſeem well ſatisfied with the Fire brandt, Arrows and 
Death, which the enraged Separatiſis have caſt at your 
lawful Paſtor and bis Brethren, for no other Reaſon that can 
be alledged but that contain'd in the Title. page of this 
Letter; Yet, leaving Events to the Lord, and not knows 
ing how near at Hand, the Time of my Departure may be; 
I look wn Jayfer as bound in Duty to you, and for the 
Information of the Readers hereof, whoever. they are, to 
leave this Letter, as a ſtanding Teſtimony betwixt you and 
me, for my own juſt and neceſſary Vindication and Exo- 
neration, whether you hear, or whether you forpear. 
| Withdrawing from a Paſtor, to whoſe Miniſtrations all 
due Subjection in the Lord was voluntarily and. ſolemnly 
promiſed, is certainly the moſt explicite Teſtimony that 
can be given againſt him, and ought to proceed upon ſuch 
weighty Motives and ſolid Grounds, as will evidently war- 
rant the Practice in the Court of Conſcience, and at the 
Bar of the unerring Rule of the Word. It is now about 
two Years ſince the Bulk of you deſerted my Miniſtry ;,and 
tho ſome of you might raſhly and precipitantly make that 
dangerous Step at firſt, and others jump in to it thro! pre- 
conceived Prejudice, and ſome no doubt might be drawn 
aſide in their Simplicity by the crafty Inſinuations of theſe 
that did ly in Wait to deceive ,, Let, is it not high Time 
now to bethink yourſelves, and examine the Grounds of 
A2 — Jo 


Dur Conduct? . £5, 2. itſelf can ſcarce blind yog 
o far, but you muſt ſee that you are led out into Heights 
and Extremes, which you never dream'd of before, and, 

if Mercy prevent not, muſt undoubtedly land you into 
ſuch intollerable Extravagancies, as the Donatiſts, Gibbites, 
and other Sectaries were left to fall into, both in former and 
later Times. 

As Tam to give an Account of the Miniſtry which J have 
received of the Lord, ſo are you to account for deſpiſing and 
rejecting the ſame : Let us therefore reaſon the Matter to- 
gether, calmly, and in the Spirit of Meekneſs. I ask you 
then, What Error in Doctrine can you charge me. with! 
What Immorality in my Practice? What Principle or O- 
Pinion have I eſpouſed, which is any Way contrary to the 
Word of God, or our received Standards? Or, which is 
the ſame Thing, Wherein have I turned aſide from the 
Doctrine, Worſhip, Diſcipline or Government of the Church 
of Scotland, unto which I ſolemnly engaged at my Ordina- 
tion, and likeways when I was admitted amongſt you as 
your Miniſter ? What Step of preſent Deſection have I gone 
into, or approve of? Since you cannot juſtly charge me 
with any of all theſe, I ask you ſeriouſly, How can you 
anſwer to God, or your own Conſciences, for difſolving the 
Relation betwixt you and me, which was Solemnly Con- 
ſtitute by free and mutual Conſent, in the Preſence of God, 
Angels and Men, at Gro/5hill near Glaſgow, October 8th 
1741? What Reaſon can you give, which will bear Weight 
in the Bellances 4 the Sanctuary, for your ſealing theſe 
molt injurious and iniquous Sentences, which the Separa- 
tiſts have pretended to paſs againſt my Brethren and me ? 
Do you no: ſhrink at being Partakers with them, in ſuch 
daring and bold Uſurpation of the Name and Authority of 
the Lord Zefus, to what they bave not the leaſt Shadow of 
Warrant for, from the Word of God, or the Practice of 
the Church in any former Period ? Will you reſolutely 
adventure to ſtain your Conſciences with the Blood of the 
Servants of Chriſt, ſhed without a Cauſe, in their Charac- 
ters and Miniſtry, as plentiſully as the diſguiſed Pride and 
enraged Paſſion of ſome Men could deviſe ? Are you, not 
afraid to run headlong upon the thick Boſſes of his Buckler, 
who has ſaid, Touch not mine anointed, and do my Prephets 

| no 
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h Harm ; He that deſpiſeth you, teſpiſeth me ? Will zou 


continue to be blindly and implicitely led? I appeal to 
yourſelves, Whether you can juſtify your Conduct from 
any higher Principle, than the mere Dictates, and dogma- 
tick Aſſertions of Men; for 1 am ſure you could not have 
the remoteſt Thought of the Steps you have now taken, 
before the Rupture which happened in April 1747. Yea, 
who would have ſaid at that Time to any of you, That 
within about two Years thereafter, you would give your 
Conſent to deliver faithful Miniſters of Chriſt to the Devil, 
you would have been ready to reply, Am 1 a Dog, that I 
ſhould do this Thing. However as the moſt of you went 
off to the ſeparating Side, before you ſa and conſidered 
their ſtrange Acts and Proceedings, ſo it was an awful Sign 
that implicite Faith and blind Obedience was to run through. 
the reſt of your Conduct. 

But tell me, ny Brethren, What was the Reaſon why 
you deſerted my Miniſtry, without firſt ſpeaking to myſell, 
anent ſuch a momentuous Step? Why did you not firſt 
come, and propoſe your Scruples to me concerning any Part 
of my Conduct, or anent my Opinion as to the Points that 
were debated amongſt us in the Syned for ſome Years before? 


Why had you not frequent and deliberate Conferences with 


me, about theſe Matters, eſpecially as they were new, and 
never the Subject of Teſtimony before, in the Church of 
Scotland? You know very well, that there was not one of 
you (who have leſt hearing me for about two Years bygone) 
that ever came to me in a ſcrupulous Way, to receive Light, 


or to be informed, before you had determined to withdraw, 


or had actually withdrawn from my Miniſtry. The great- 
elt Part of you by far, not only went off without ever 
ſpeaking to me at all, but have not done it to this Day: 
And altho' ſome of you came to me in November 1747, 
yet it was only to tell me your Reaſons for ſeparating from 
me, ſeveral Months aſter you had a&tually done it, and had 
applied to the Separatiſts for Supply ot Sermon and ſealing 
Ordinances, as if this Congregation had been vacant, which 
was the Cauſe why I refuſed at that Time to hear your 
Paper of pretended Reaſons, in Regard I jook'd upon it as 
an unmannerly Inſult upon your Miniſter, inſtead of the 
plain Duty incumbent upon you, which was to _ gu 

efoie 


"( 6 5 


e e af, eee dee. 
withdrawn from me at all; eſpecially as your whole Par. 

ty cannot to this Day condeſcend upon that Point of di 
vine Truth and Teſtimony, ever maintain'd by this Church 
which 1 have fallen from. Now, What can ycu anſyer 
for this Part of your Conduct, either to your own Conſci. 
ences, or to the rational World? I am perſwaded that upon 
the reading hereof with Calmneſs, you will be found ſpeech- 
"Heſs. I intreat you beware of what Durham on Conſcience 
obſerves, Page 94. © Many (ſays he) byaſs their own Con- 
- «ſcience, and teach themſelves Shifts, not ſo much to {7 
-« tisfy their Conſcience, as how to anſwer it, and to ſtop 


the Mouth of it, and to pleaſe their own Humour. 


they can give a Reaſon for ſuch and ſuch a Thing, ſuch 


as it is, to their Conſeience, they think they do very 
« well ; thus deceiving themſelves and being deceived, for 
"© og deceived Heart hath led them afide.” 
Do not imagine that I am courting you to be my Hear- 
ers to make Gain of you: The Lord has helped me hither- 
to to act ſuch a Part, that I am above that Calumny ; 
however much ſome of you were pleaſed, among other Re- 
' proaches, to brand me with a mercenary Spirit, I can ſaſe- 
ly appeal to all that know me, if ever they ſaw the leaſt 
Diſcovery of it. T am not ignorant, that ſome of you have 
likeways been moſt reſtleſs in your Endeavours to ſeduce 
others into your Apoſtacy, and have left no Stone unturned 
to gain Proſelytes to your Party, but I bleſs the Lord that 
your Attempts that Way have been in a great Meaſure 
fruſtrated, That my Auditory is not as yet much leſſened 
by your withdrawing from it, and that there are few of my 
_ Congregation comparatively, who have been left to trace 
your Footſteps ; tho”, alas, there are too many, who have 
- wronged their own Souls, by the Courſe they have taken. 
Altho' you have not only caſt off all Relation to me as 
your Paſtor, but ſeem likeways to act an approving Part in 
the horrid Scene, of delivering me and my Brethren to So- 
tan, for ſtanding upon the ſame Ground, on which we made 
- Seceſſion from the preſent Judicatories, and refuſing 10 go 
out blindly, into the new and untroden Paths, which were 
arbitrarily chalk'd out by another Diotrephes ; Yet ſince it 
is evident, that theſe pretended Cenſures and impotent y 
| : 
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u had; have not the leaſt Foundation in the Word of God, the 
 Par-Mc,andards and Acts of the Church of Scotland, nor in the: 
practice of any reformed Church that ever was on Earth, 
b vor even in common Senſe; I am for that Reaſon perſwad- 
red, that they are alſo ne Ways binding upon your own: 
Ionſciences, which, as God's Deputies, cannot but teſtify of, 
their Iniquity and Injuſtice, even in Spight of Malice it - 
Jef; therefore however much ſome of you may labour to 
ſtifle this inward Voice of Conſcience, and pretend to act 
'© contrary thereunto, by your rude and unmannerly Behavi- 
ſa our, yet I am far from thinking that I ought to throw aſide 
all Concern about you, but on the contrary, that it is my 
Duty to contribute what I can to your Information and 


God peradventure will give you Repentance to the acknowledg+ 
ing of the Truth, 7 | | 
In purſuing this End, I ſhall forbear, as far as 
ear · ¶ om reſuming what has been formerly publiſhed to good 
Purpoſe by my Brethren, tho? entirely {lighted by the moſt 
Part of you, and ſhall Confine myſelf Chiefly to theſe 3s 
Points. Firſt, I ſhall eſſay effectually to demoliſh or over: 
row the Main Prop which bears up your Separation; And 
Then ſhall conſider your Conduct who are Burgeſſes, in tak+ 
ing the advantageous Benefit of the Burgeſs Oath, while 
in the mean Time you pretend ſo highly io condemn the 
Oath itſelf. | vi th | FEGW 1] 
Before I enter upon theſe, it will be neceſſary for the. 
Sake of ſome who may read this Letter, and have not ſeen 
the other Papers publiſhed on this SubjeR, to give a ſhort 
Narrative of the Riſe of this Affair which has made ſo great 
Noiſe, little to the Credit of Religion in our Day. 
The Occaſion then of this inaccountable Schiſin, as 
ſelves know, was a Debate anent the following Clauſe in 
ſome Burgeſs 9 atbs, viz. © Here I proteſt before God and 


your Lordſhips, that I profeſs, and allow with my Heart, 
i. * the true Religion, — proſeſſed within this Realm, 
05 * and authoriſed by the Laws thereof; I ſhall abide there- 


* at, and defend the ſame to my Life's End, tenouncing 
* the Roman Religion called Papiſtry.“ Now, altho' #his 
aße was the main Suhject of open Controverſy, in the Af 
ſeciate Synod, before the Rupture April 1747, yet it + 
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Conviction, tho? you be at prefent oppoſing yourſelves, if _ 
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we Allagiance in the ſuig Oath, which" according to Ed. 
urg Copy, is, © I ſhall be leal and true to our Sovereign 


Lord Kiag George the Second and his Succeſſors:“ Ac. 
cording to the Gia gou Copy, © I ſhall be leal and true to 
« our Sovereign Lord, the King's Majeſty ;” I ſay, it was 
this Allegiance in the ſaid Oath, which a leading Separatiſt 
and his conſtant Follower firſt quarrelled, in the latter End 
of the Tear 1744, and that upon ſuch Principles as ſeemed 
to import, That No Allegiance ought to be taken to a King 
in theſe Lands, who hath engaged to ſupport Prelacy; And 
the Averſion which they diſcovered in the Time of the 
late Rebellion, againſt lifting Arms by Seceders, under any 
Commenter employed by the preſent Government, tended 
to increaſe the Jealouſy of their ſwaying to Ant igovernment 
Principles in ſome Dreſs or other, which I freely own, was 
one great Reaſon of the Oppoſition I made unto the con- 
demning of the quarrelled Clauſes in the Burgeſi Oath, be- 
cauſe I never could ſee any other Tendency that the driv- 
ing of that Scheme would have, but to be a fertile Source 
of \Antigavernment Principles and Sectarian Extremes as 
the Event has already ſadly verify'd. 
I fhall not take upon me to determine, whether it was 
becauſe. they thought they would not ſucceed in their At- 
tempt of condemning the Alegiance in the Burge/5 Cath, 
at firſt Inſtance, that they deſiſted from puſhing it; or, that 
it would not be conſiſtent with ſe/fiþ Policy at that Time, 
to expoſe themſelves openly upon ſuch a delicate Point, 
but rather to wait a more favourable Opportunity, when 
they could get all Allegiances to the preſent Government 
condemned, with more Harmony, and leſs Obſervation, as 
they have done, ſince they ſeparated from us, having ex- 
relly condemned the Allegiance in the Burge/5 9ath, tho 
t be the moſt ſimple, and as plain as can be framed ; and 
by this, and other Steps of their Conduct, have brought a 
Reproach upon the Seceſſion, as if it were the Principle of 
Seceders, to refuſe to ſwear any Allegiance whatſoever, or 
to acknowledge the lawful Authority of any King in theſe 
Lands, but ſuch as is a Presbyterian, and has taken the 
Covenants ; Whereas, our known Principle is, That whom- 
ſoever the Nation or their Repreſentatives ſhall make Choice 
of to be the ſupreme Magiſtrate, the Subjects are bound to 
| give 
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give him Allegionoe; or Obedierice to his lawſu)-Commandy, 
tho' he differ from ſome of them in Principle. and Profeſſ- 
on, while he protects them in the free Exerciſe of thejt 
civil and religious Liberties, as 18 cleared from Scxipture, 
and the Principles of this Church founded thereon, Review, 
Oc. P. 8 116. F Le r! 
However, as I ſaid above, the publick Debate did nat 
turn out upon the Alleg iance, but upon the foreſaid Clauſe 
anent the True Religion; and that in ſeveral Meetings, till 
at length upon the ſeconi Meet of the Synod in April 1746, 
when the one Half of the conſtituent Members were not 
preſent, they ot the ſaid Glauſe condemned by a mere Stra- 
tagem; againſt which Dred, ſeverals of my Brethren, as 
well as I, entered our Proteſiation and Diſſent. Nothing 
now remained; but to do our Endeavour, to prevent this 
raſti and prepoſterous Act, from being made a Term of Mi- 
niſterial and Chriſtian Communion, which, we evidently ſaw, 
was the great Deſign that theſe Brethren had in the puſh- 
ing of it; ſome oſ them having, in their Practice, made 
an Acknowledging of the alledged Sinſulneſs of the Bur- 
eſ5 Oath, a Term of Communion, a conſiderable Time be- 
for : Accordingly when the next Synod met at Stirling in 
September foreſaid Year, a Queſtioncarry'd to be put, Whether 
the above mentioned Dec:/ion ſhould be a Term of Com- 
munion, or not ? Which would have undoubtedly carried 
in the Negative, if they had not, after tedious ſhifting, got 
the Vote delayed till the next Meeting of the Synod; which 
was at Edinburgh in pril 147. At which Time, it was 
again carried by Vote, to put the Queſtion, #hether the 
Deciſion in April 1746, ſball be a Term of Communion, till 
the making of the ſame_to be ſo, be referred by Way of Over» 
ture to the Conſideration of inferiour Judicatories, according 
to the Barrier Acts of this Church againſt Novations. 
When they clearly ſaw, that this Vote could not miſs 
to carry, and that thereby their Grand Plot would be ſru- 
ſtrated, of getting the alledged Sinfulneſs of the Burgeſs 
Oath made a Term of Communion, a Defign of ſeparating ig 
concerted by the Leaders; but how to get theit implicite 
Followers, ſuddenly to go in to ſuch a Step, was the great 
Difficulty, eſpecially as they bad, it a private Meeting bY 
themſelyes, * conguating, with. luc m_— 
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Fate on eher Side; N cla be attempted; How. 
ever the Leaders no heir Weakneſs, got them con- 
veen' d, at, the very Tir when the Synod ſhould have 
met, and lex owe Device is fallen upon, to ſecure 
them to ther Intereſt, which was this; a Brother is deſi. 
red to pray, and aſter Prayer, ſome of them pretend, that, 
in the Time thereof, a Ray or Beam of Light ſhined upon 
them, pointing it out as their preſent Duty, to aſſume 
tbe whole Power and Authority of the Aſſociate Synod: into 


their own Hands, in Cafe the Majority (houfd: put the fore-: 


ſaid Queſtion to the Vote. Whether this was blindly be- 
lieved by the implicite Followers, to be a Light from Hes. 
ven, or, if any of them knew, that it was nothing elſe, 
dut the Product of a certain Brain, which is known to be 
abundantly fertile of extravagant Notions, I ſhall not ſay; 
but ſo it was, that immediately upon Voting of the Que- 
ſtion, thirteen Miniſters, and Ten Elders withdrew, under 
the Form of a Declaration and Proteſtation. In which De- 
claration, they dogmatically aſſert, that the v9t:ng of the 
foreſaid Queſtion, was a dropping of the whole Teſtimony, tho 
they themſelves did put a Side to it, which they could not 
have done, if they had, in Reality, look'd upon it to be 
of ſuch a monſtruous Nature; and likeways they arrogate 
to themſelves the whole Power and Authority of the e- 
ciate Synod, as fully and lawfully devolved upon them, al- 
tho they left fxtzen Miniſters, among whom was the Mo- 
derator and Clerk, and, at leaſt, thirteen Elders behind 
them, which being the Majority by ſiæ at leaſt, could not 
be deveſted of the Powers given them by the Lord Jeſus, 
by their ſimple Declaration and Aſſeriion, without the leaſt 
Shadow of Argument from. Scripture or Reaſon to ſupport 
it. - 8 te £0 | 
Having now fairly ſeparated themſelves, the outmoſt 
Art of Calumny and Slander is employed, in endeavouring 
to ruin the Character of their Brethrea, With Tongues 
and Pens dip'd in Gall, they repreſent them as having drep- 
ped the whole of the Lord's Cauſe and Teſtimony, as Ap- 
rovers of Contradictory Oaths, Subverters of the Order of 
Chriſt's Houſe, and a great many odious Names to the like 
Purpoſe : Whereas the outmoſt that could be ſaid of us in 
4h a8 to the whole of this Affair, was this, That as 
* va we 


* * | 


ve were not for impoſing 
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the Lauſulneſ oſ the Burgeſs! 
Cath upon any as a Term of Gommunion, becauſe no Man; 
is forced to be 2 Burgeſs againſt his Will, So neither could 
we admit the alledged Sinfulneſs thereof to be ſo, without 
giving up with the True Religion profeſſed and authoriſed = 
in the Laws of this Realm, and renouncing our Ordination: 
Vows and Engagements ſor maintaining the ſame, and con- 


founding the ſinful Defections and Corruptions of Men, with 
the True Religion itſelf, or the Doctrine, Worſhip, Diſci- 
pline and Government of the Church of Scotland, which, 
in Spight of all that cas be ſaid to the contrary, every one 
may fee with their own Eyes, to be Profeſſed, Settled and 
Authoriſed in the ſtanding Laus of this Realm, if they will 


be at the Pains to conſult the ſame. 
But as the main Deſign of all this Clamour an 


d Reproach,, 


was to carry away as many of the credulous People to their: 
Side, as they could, ſo in order to ſecure them the more. 
effectually to their Intereſt, they preſently declare, without 
Proceſs, or ſo much as deſiring a Conference (and our Lau 


judgeth no Man before it hear him, John vii. 5 1.) That, 


their Brethren had fallen from all Right and Title to any 


preſent Actual Exerciſe of the Keys of the Kingdom of Hea- 


ven, and ſo were not to be owned ſurther as Miniſters of 
Chriſt, unleſs, contrary both to their Bible and Reaſon, they 
would own this Schiſmatical Club (as they are juſtly call'd 
in a late Paper) to be a Court of Chriſt ; and ſwallow down 
their ſtrange Acts and Proceedings, with the ſame implicite 
Devotion, with which the Votartes of the Church of Rome 
digeſt the Edicts of the Counſel of Trent. They likeways 
uſed all the /ow cunning Artifices they could deviſe, to ſcar 
the People from hearing any of our Number, converſing 
with us, or reading our Writings ; but finding that theſe 
Methods were not forcible enough. to breed that abundant 
Deteſtation of our Perſons and Miniſtry, which was neceſ- 
fary to ſecure the People effectually, from receiving any 
Light by our Means, and to nail them dawn, in all Time 
coming, to a blind Obedience to themſelves, they pretend, 
mare ſelemnly, to react the above Cenſure by ſuſpending, de- 
poſing, excommunicating from ſealing Ordinances, and at 
length, delivering their Brethren over to Satan ; judging, 


Politically enough, that this would tend to fright the cr 
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Jour from-our Converfation, and beget an Averſion in them 
to our Writings ; and conſequently that they would be 
xo up to their Pariy, by bigotted Ignorance and implicite 
at 225" any LES -4 . . ' 
- This is as ingenuous an Account of this awful Scene, a3 
J can give, according to the Light wherein it caſts up to 
me at preſent. If any reckon me too harſh or uncharitable, 
F cari make no other Apology, but that I have ſpoken the 
Aincere Sentiments of my Mind: And I muſt be excuſed, 
in ſhunning to give the Name of Deluſion, to that which J 
have a more diſmal View ef; for I have another Notion 
of ſome of theſe Men, than to think that they are quite 
Brip'd of Common Senſe, or, that they are all hur'd into 
ſuch a Gulf of Deluſion, as to believe, that their Brethren, 
to whole Charge; they themſelves know, that no Error nor 
Immorality can be juſtly laid to this Day, are ſuch as ought 
to be reputed as Heathen Men and Publicans, and given o- 
ver to the God of this World, as defervedly caſt out of the 
Church of Chriſt. It cannot believe for me, that the Lead- 


ers ate in Farneſt in this Matter, but rather purſuing a Plat 


and Deſjgn (as well laid, as the Wickedneſs of the Thing 
2 admit) for nailing down s Party to themſelves, by ſhut- 

g them up from Acceſs to the Means of Light, by theſe, 
who they are afraid, would ſoon diſcover the Cheat. As 
to the Charge of Contumacy, it will be ſoon enough to an- 
ver to that, when they have proven themſelves to be a 
Court of Chriſt, and have refuted the Arguments from Scrip- 
fure and our Standards, which have been advanced to prove 
the Abſurdity and Nullity of their New Conſtitution, which 
they have not yet been capable to do, nor ever will. I 


ſhall only add, that their pretending to paſs this wrathful 


Anathema upon Three only, at this Time, with a threat- 
ning of the ſame Fate to all the Reſt at their next Meeting, 
is a plain Demonſtration of what I have been alledging, 

namely, that there is more of Croft and Policy, than of 
Deluſion in their Conduct; for it is obvious, that the pre- 
tended Charge of Contumacy, might be laid equally to the 
Door of the Reff, as well as to the forcfaid Three ; and in 
every other Reſpect, ſo far as I can ſee, they are equal: 
But they wanted to try if their People would tamely go in 


tothis Step towards 4 few, that they might proceed the 


more 
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nore ſecurely | 
ed Cenſure of De /ition and Leſſer Excommunication,” they 
firſt tried the Pulſe of the People upon the Rev. Mr. Hutton; 
and when they found that the People peaceably ſubmitted; 
they proceeded the more ſtoutly againlt the Neft. So that 
whatever Madneſs and Folly there is in their Procedure; there 
is at leaſt more Subti/ty than Honeſiy in it: But it is Mat- 
ter of Comſort that the Lord difappointeth the Devices of the 
Crafty, fo that their Hands cannot perform their Enterpriſe. 
He tuteth the Wiſe in their own Craftine/s, and the Counſel 
if the Froward is carried headlong, Job v. 12, 13. So much 
for a ſhort and impartial Narrative of the Riſe and Pro- 
greſs of this unparalleled Story, which I have deſeribed in 
its native Light. Wt PRONE 
It is Time now, that I enter upon the Two Points which 
I propoſed to handle, with a View, both to inform your 
Judgments, and to reach your Confciences. The PI AST 
was, to bring down before your Eyes, the Main Prop whichi 
bears up your preſent Schiſm and Separation, and thereby 
leave you inexcuſable. The SECOND was, to expoſe your 
intollerable Chicaneris and Diſſimulution in graſping at the 
large Profits of the-Burgeſs Oath, while in the mean Time 
you pretend fo highly to condemn the Oath itſelf, and 
thereby to /eave you ſelſ condemned. As to tze 
FIS r of theſe, The Main Argument againſt the Firſt 
Clauſe in ſome Burgeſs Oaths formerly mentioned, is this, 
That the True Religion is not profeſſed not authoriſed in 
the Laws of this Realm, either at the Revolution, or ſince 
that Time, in regard, that tho' the Cf of Faith-and 
Presbyterian Church Government, be ratified and authoriſe@ 
in the yth Act of the Revolution Parliament 1690, and to- 
gether with 60th theſe, the Form and Purity of Worlbip pre- 
ſently in Uſe in this Charch, is ratiſy d in the 6th Act of the 
Union Parliament 1707, Yet ſeveral of the wicked Laws 
made againſt the Work of Reformation from 1638 to 1650. 


particularly the ſeveral As Re/cifſory (paſs'd in the firſt. 


deſſion of the firſt Parliament of King Charles 2d 1661, re- 
ſcinding and annulling all the reforming and covenantin 
Parliaments with their Committees from'1640 to 1650, ang 
all the Acts and Deeds paſt and done in them) are ſtanding 
in full Force, nat being expreſly reſcinded; either * the 
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Revolutron Parliament, or ſince that Time. And tho“ there 


be a general Clauſe iu the 5th Act of the Revolution Parli. 
amen 1690, © reſcinding, annulling and making void the 
Acts of Parliament following, wiz.----------+----------- with 
all other Acts, Laws, Statutes, Ordinances and Procla- 
* mations; and that in ſo far allenarly, as the ſaid Acts and 
others generally and particularly above mentioned, are 
e cantrary, or prejudicial to, inconſiſtent with, or deroga- 


* tory from the Proteſtant Religion, and Presbyterian Go- 


« vernment now eſtabliſhed,” Yet every Particular bad 
Lew, ought to have a particular and expreſs Condemnation, 
and therefore ſince the ſoreſaid Acts Reſciſſory, and ſome 
other bad Laws, paſs'd in the ſoreſaid ſirſt Seſſion of King 


Charles the Second's firſt Parliament, are not expreſly re- 


ſcinded at the Revolution, nor ſince that Time, they are to 
be look d upon, as among the ſtanding Laws of the King: 
dom, and conſequently the True Religion is not preſently 
profeſſed within this Realm, nor authoriſed by the Laws there- 
of, ſince the ſoreſaid wicked Acts burying the ſame are not 
expreſiy repealed. This is the full Strength of the great Ar- 
gument boaſted of by your. Party, repreſented in as clear 
Terms, and as fairly, as I can poſlibly conceive. 
« Now if the Force of this Reaſoning is taken off, then 
the great Hue and Cry that has been raiſed againſt the Re- 
volution Settlement will ſoon be ſilenced : And this I hope 
effectualſy to do, by an Argument which cannot but have 
Weight with you, who pretend to make the Covenant ing 
Period between 1638 and 1650, the Standard of Reforma- 
tion, to which you fly for a Pattern; and it is This, The 
Covenanting Parliament 1640, do not reſcind expreſly, or by 
Name, all the bad Laws that were made in Favours of Pre- 
lacy from the Year 1597 (when it was enacted, That Pre. 
latest ſhould give their Voice in Parliament, as the third 
Eſtate) till the ſamous Year 1638 (when the Biſhops were 
depoſed by the Kirk) but leave ſome Laws, not expreſly re- 
pealed, which were as oppoſite to the true Religion, as the 
Adis Reſciffry, in King Charles Time, were. 


That you may have ſome diſtinct Uptaking of this Mat- 


ter, you would know, That after the National Covenant 
was renewed, as explained by the Aſſembly 1638, to abjure 
Prelacy, the fue Articles of Perth, and the Civil * 
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and Power of . Eſtates of the Nation met n 


Parliament une 11. 1640; at which Time, in their ft 


A (which you will find Page 69, of the Callecten of 
Laws, publiſhed by Andrew Stevetzſon Writer, one of-your 


own Party) they ſettle Presbyterian Government upon the 


very ſame Eraſtian Act 1592 (as ſome of your Party invi- 
dioully call it) on which the Revolution Parliament after- 
wards did: And aſter reſcinding only Eight bad Laws in 
Favours of Prelacy, which they particularly ſpecify, they 
add the general Clauſe following, * And finally, the Eſtates 
« foreſaid, Conveened by Authority, reſcinds and annuls 
* all and whatſoever Acts of Parliament, Laws and Con- 
«ſtitutions, in ſo far as they derogate and are prejudicial 
* to the ſpiritual Nature, Juriſdiction, Diſcipline and Pri- 
vileges of this Kirk, or of her General, Provincial, Pres- 
« byterial Aſſemblies and Kirk-Seſhons, Go. | 

Now, to what Purpoſe was ſuch a general Clauſe in the 
Act 1640 If the Et bad Laws which they particularly 
mention, were all the Laws that were in Favours of Prela- 
cy, why do they in genera] reſcind, all and whatſoever AtFs 
if Parliament, in ſo far as they are prejudicial to the ſpiri- 
tual Nature and Privileges of this Kirk? Surely it was 
below the Dignity of ſuch a Parliament to add ſuch a gene? 
ral Clauſe to their Adt, if they had therein expreſly reſcind- 
ed every bad Law in Favqurs of Prelacy before. But they 
knew very well, that there were ſeveral bad Laws, which 
they had not expreſly reſcinded in the foreſaid Act. I could 
name ſeverals, ſuch as, Act th Parliament 1 609, ordain- 
ing every Arch-Biſhop or Biſbop, to give in a Liſt oſ the 
Perſons excommunicate for Religion, within his own Dio- 


ceſs, and preſcribing the Penalties that excommunicate Per- 
ſons are to incur, till they produce a ſufficient Teſtimonial; 


ſubſcribed by the ſaid Arch- Biſhop or Biſhop, teſtiſy ing their 
Relaxation from the ſaid Excommunication. Act 1110 

the ſaid Parliament, granting unto the Biſhops the Profits 
ariſing from Teltaments in all Time coming, in- regard 
(as the Act declares) Biſhops are now reſtored to their Liv- 
ings, Juriſdictions and Place, as being the only Remnant of 
the Kirk-Eſtate having Vote in Parliament. Act gth 1612 
appointing the Arch-Biſhops of St. Andrews and Glaſgow, 
the Biſhop of Dumblane, ©c. with ſome — - 
; | entie- 


. 


7 . 


( 16: ) 
Gentlemen id be Corntmiſſioners for. reviving ſome penul 


Laus; ih virtue of which Power, they revive, among 4 
mers, the Ads of Parliament made againſt eating of Fieſþ- 


in Lent,” and on Forbidden Days, updaptthe ſtricteſt Penal- 
ty. Mr, Steven/on, in his Collection thinks fit to omit entire- 


ly the above, and ſome other bad Laws in that Period, know- 
ing very well, that they were not expreſiy reſcinded by our 


Govenunting Parliament thereafter, and therefore it was not 


proper to let the People know them, leſt it ſhould. weaken 


their main Argument againſt the Revalution- Settlement, vis. 
Thar it did not exprefly reſcind ewery bad Law, againſt the 
Inteteſt of the True Religion, made in perſecuting Times. 
But that which T have chiefly in View is, a very wicked 
Act, which the ſoreſaid Parliament 1640 do not expreſy 
reſcind; it is no leſs than an Act of SOrrREMACY, firſt 


enacted in Favours of King James the ſixth, and afterwards 


tatified in Favours of King Charles the firft : And becauſe 
your Friend Mc. Stevenſon has not been pleaſed, for the a- 
bove Reaſon, to give this AF a Place in his Collection, 1 


mall infert it here as it ſtands, being the firſt Act of the 


eighteenth Parliament of King James 6th holden at Perth, 
Ju 9. 1606, intitled, Act anent the King's Majeſly's Rey. 
& Prerogative. The Tenor whereof follows, 

Foraſmuch as the Eſtates and whole Body of this pre- 
4 ſent Parliament, confidering, that with the lawful De- 
* ſcent, in the Perſon of our moſt gracious Sovereign, of 
© the righteous Inheritance of the famous and renouned 
4 * e of England, France and Ireland, which very 
* far ſurpaſſes the Wealth, Power and Force of the Domi- 
* nions of any of his Progenitors, Kings of Scotland, God 
© hath alſo joined a wonderful Increaſe: of Care and Bur- 


den, For Diſcharge whereof he hath ' endowed his Ma- 


* zeſty with ſo many extraordinary Graces, and moſt rare 
and excellent Virtues, as He is not only known by dai- 
jy and manifeſt Experience, in Matters of greateſt Diffi- 


* eulty and Conſequence, to the unſpeakable Comfort of 


his Subjects, to be capable of the happy Goverument of 
his faid Kingdoms, But his —4 ſingular Judg- 
*. ment, Foteſight and Princely Wiſdom, worthy to poſ- 
7 feſs, and fit to govern far greater Dominions and Num- 
* bers 4 People.” And in reſpett thereof, the ſaid * 
. ; We plain- 


* 
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* plainly perceiving, that by his 1 not 


« only in Preheminence and Power, but alſo in alk Royal 
« Qualities.requiſite for the happy Diſcharge thereof, God 
« bas maniſe(tly expreſs'd his Heavenly Will to be, That his 
« Majeſty's Imperial Power, which God has fo graciouſly 
« enlarged, ſhall not be by them in any Sort impaired, pre- 
« judged or. diminilhed, but rather . reverenced: and 

© mented ſo far as poſlibly they can; Therefore, the ſaid 
« Eftates and whole Body of this preſent Parliament, all 
jn one voluntar, humble, faithful and united Heart, Mind 
« and Conſent, truly acknowledges His Majeſty's Sovereign 
Authority, Princely Power, Royal. Preragatias and Pris 
© wvilege of his Crown, over all Eſtates, Perſons and Cauſes 
« whatſoever within his ſaid Kingdom. | And His Majeity 
„with the expreſs Advice, Conſent and Aﬀent of the taid 
e haill Eſtates, ratifys, approves and perpetually confirms the 
% ſame, as abſolutely, amply and freely in all Re/petts and 
« Conſiderations, as ever His Majeſty or any of his Koyal 
* Progenttors Kings of Scotland, in any Time bygone, poſe 
* ſeſſed, uſed and exerciſed the ſame. And likeways' with 
* Conſent ſoreſaid, caſſes, annuls, abrogates, retreats and 
* reſcinds all and whatſoever Things attempted, enacted, 
done, or hereafter te be done, or intended to the Viola- 
* tion, Hurt, Derogation, impairing or Prejudice of His 
© Highnels's Sovereign Authority, Royal Prerogative and 
Privilege of his Crown, or any Point or Part thereof, in 
« 8ny Time bygone or to come. And the ſaid whole Eſtates, 
% for themſelves and their Succeſſors, faithfully promiſe, 
« perpetually to acknowledge, obey, maintain, defend and 
advance the Lite, Honour, Safety, Dignity, Soveresgi 
Authority and Prerogative Royal of His Sacred Majeity, 
His Heirs and Succeſſors, and Privilege of His Highneſs's 
* Crown, with their Lives, Lands and Goods, to the ut» 


* termolt of their Power, conſtantly and faithfully to with⸗ 


* {tand all. and whatſoever. Perſons, Powers or Eſtates, who 
* {hall preſume any ways to impugn, prejudge, hurt or 
* impair the ſame; and never to come in the contrary 
* thereof, directly or indirectly in any Time coming. 
Now this Act could not eſcape the Obſervation of the 
Parliament 1640, for they reſcind the very Act xexF"1t, ins 
titled, AF anent the Reſtitution of the Eſtate” of +” 
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and that which made their not reſcinding of it in expreſs 


Terms, the more inexcuſable, was, That the ſaid Act of 


Supremacy was ret:fied in the ſame Period, twenty ſeven 
Years thereafter, in Favours of King Charles the fir/t, as is 
to be ſeen in the third Act of his firſt Parliament, in the 
Year 1633, The Tenor whereof follows, « Our Sovereign 
& Lord, with Advice, Conſent and Aſſent of the whole E. 
„ ſtates, acknowledging His Majeſty's Sovereign Authority, 
& Princely Power, Royal Prerogative and Privilege of his 
* Crown, over all Eſtates, Perſons and Cauſes what/rever, 
“ within this Kingdom, ratifies and approves the Act of 
& Parliament, made in the Year 1606, anent the King's 
« Royal * and perpetually confirms the ſame, tor 
« His Highneſs, His Heirs and Succeſſors, as amply, ab- 
« ſolutely and freely in all Reſpects, as ever any of His 
« Majeſty's Royal Progenitors, did poſſeſs and cxerciſe the 
« fame.” Mr. Stevenſon, in his Collection, entirely over- 
leaps this Part of the Act, and only inſerts the ſecond Part 
of it anent the appareling of Kirk-men, which is a plain E- 
vidence to me, that he wanted to keep this Act of Supre. 
macy a Secret, for the Credit of the Parliament 1640, who, 
he knew, did not expreſly reſcind the fame ; whereby, he 
has in this, and other Inſtances, diſcovered ſuch Partiality 
as Caſts an indelible Slur upon his Writings, as done only 
to ſupport the ſinking Intereſt of a Party, who are keep'd 
unite only by Falſehood and Diffimulation. 

I could condeſcend upon ſeveral Other bad Laws, be- 
tween the Years 1597 and 1638, beſides theſe above men- 
tioned, which are not expreſly, or by Name repealed by our 
Covenant ing Parliament 1640 ; And I would have you, to 
whom I am writing, to employ any fit Perſon, to make 
Trial of what, I ſuppoſe, has not been done before, name- 
5. To inquire Whether the Number of Laws, in Favours 
of Prelacy, which were Jet to be reſcinded by a general 
Clauſe at the Revolution, be moe or fewer in Proportion, 
than theſe that were /ef} to be reſcinded the ſame Way, in 
the Year 1640? And you will readily find, That the Par- 
lament 1640 did nat expreſly reſcind above the one Half, 
whereas the Revolution Parliament, did nof leave above 2 
Fifth Part unreſcinded expreſly. For my Part, I freely 
dyn, that I am fully of Opinion, That when ſome py 
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ſcinding all other Laws of the ſame Kind, That theſe bad 
Laws that are nat named, are as actually reſcinded, as theſe 
that are expreſly mentioned; And it this does not hold, then 
it will undoubtedly follow, that there have been bad Laws 
in Force againſt the True Religion, in the pureſt Periods 
of the Church ſince the Reformation, 

But ſince you and your Party are otherways minded, and 
pretend to maintain, That the Revolution Parliament did 
not authoriſe the True Religion, becauſe they did not ex- 
preſly reſcind Every particular Law that was made againſt 
the Intereſts thereof, and to put a final Period to ſuch ig- 
norant Trifiing, I (hall ask Four, Queſtions at every one of 
you, both Miniſters and People, who have ſeparated from 
us, and ſee if any of you can*/olve them. The 

FIRST QUEST10ON is, Whether were the above Acts 


of Sapremacy, blaſphemouſly ſetting the Crown Royal of 
the Glorious King of Zion, upon the Head of finful and 


mortal Men, a whit better than the Acts Reſciſſory annul- 
ling ſo many Parliaments and their Deeds in general? And 
yet the ſaid Acts of Supremacy were not reſcinded expreſſy 
by the Parliament 1640, or any Parliament during the 
Covenenting Period: Whereas the reſcinding of the wicked 
Act of Supremacy, made in Favours of King Charles the 24, 
in the Year 1669, was the very firſt Thing, which the Re- 
volution Parliament, that met April 25 1690, did by an 
expreſs and particular Act, as you may lee in Mr. Steven- 
ſon's Collection. Pag. 183. The 

SECOND QUESTION is, Since the above Acts of Su- 
premacy were not expreſly reſcinded by the Parliament 
1640, Whether was the King's Supremacy in Force, during 
the Covenanting Period, or not, eſpecially as no after Meet- 
ing of Parliament ſupplied the Defe& of the Parliament 
1640 in this Matter ? According to you, and thoſe of your 
Party, the Supremacy was in full Force, becauſe it was not 
exprefly reſcinded ; And if this was the Caſe, Then was not 
the Church of Scotland from 1638 10 1650, ap Ereſtian Church 
with a Witneſs, acknowledging an Earthly King to be their 
Head, inſtead of the Prince of the Kings of the Earth? The 

TRIRD QUESTION is, If the forefaid Acts of Supre- 
macy, together with other bad Laws in Favours of Prelacy, 

c 8 Khich 


Jr bad Laws are reſcinded, and a general Clauſe added, te- 
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whict are not · particularſy expreſb d in the above named 


AR'of the Covenanting Parliament 1640, were all reſcind. 
ed. by the general Clauſe in the ſaid AR (which indeed is 
my Opinion that they were) tell me a Reaſon, why the 
Ads Reſciſſiry, and ſome other bad Laws paſs'd in King 
Charie the Second's Time, againſt the True Religion and 
Presbyterian Government, which are not particularly ex- 
preſſed in the ſoreſaid Act of the Revolution Parliament 
1690, and other Acts of that Parliament, are not as equal. 
ly reſcinded by the general Clauſes in the ſaid Acts? Is not 
the general Clauſe in the Att 1690, juſt as good as the 
general Clauſe in the Act 1640 If the 4aſt had a reſcind. 
ing Power extending to bad Laws not mentioned, Muſt not 
the Former have the ſame? The 
FouRTH QUESTION is, Whether the Headſhip of 
Chrilt was aſſerted in any expreſs and Particular Act of 


Aſſembly or Parliament ſrom 1638 to 1650, directly in Op. 


Piſitian to the foreſaid Acts of Supremacy, and if it was fo, 
Where is that Act to be ſound? 
If none of your whole Party can ſolve theſe Queſtions, as 
I am confident they cannot in a Conſiſtency with plain 
Mitter of Fact, then you will neither act like Men nor 
Chriſtians ſor the future, if you ſuffer yourſelves to be im- 
poſs d upon, by making the ſettling of Religion by Law 
at the Revolution, the Ground of your Separation, becauſe 
every particular bad Law before that Time, was not ex- 
prefly reſcinded,” which was never done by the beſt Parlia- 
ment ſince the Reformation. As for the groundleſt and in- 
bidious Charge of Eraſtianiſm, laid againſt the Revolution 
Settlement by your Teachers; This is fo fully and ſolidly 
anſwered, and-wip'd off by the Rev. Mr. Ralph Erſtine, in 
His Animadverſions attainted, from Page 61 to 93, that; 
J ſuppoſe, He needs be in no Fear of any reaſonable Reply: 
And it would be entirely ſuperfluous in me to ſay any 
Thing further about it, or indeed anent any Thing, which 
He has on Purpoſe handled, in this awful Debate. But if 


you have given ſuch bind Obedience to the Advice of your 


Loaders, or if their Calumny bas filled you ſo Brim-full of 
Prejudice, that you wil not read his Writings on this Con- 
troverſy, you only evidence againſt yourſelves, that you 


have taken up the furious Reſolution of thoſe, ag 
FRE" er 
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Jer. ii. 25.— have loved. Strangers, and gſter tem 
r e e 

I al conclude this Part of my Letter, by referring it 
to every Reaſonable Perſon ta judge, Whether, If I have 
not beaten dawn the Main Prop that bears up your Separa«: 
tion, I have not at leaſt brought you to this Strait, namely, 
That according to your preſent Arguments againſt the Ne. 
volution Settlement, you will be forced to ſtate your Separa- 
tion from the Covenanting Period, as well as from the Ne- 
volution one, And where will you betake yourſelves next? 
To which of. the Saints will you turn? What Church of 
Chriſt, that ever was on Earth, have you for a Pattern of- 
your preſent Conduct? J am truly afraid leaſt you be among 
the Number of thoſe of whonv the 4psſt/e ſpeaks beſore 
hand, 2 Tim. iv. 3, 4. The Time will come when they will. 
mt endure ſound Doctrine, but after their own Luſts ſhall they 
heap to them/elvesT eachers, having itching Ears. And they ſhall: 
turn away their Ears from the Truth, ent! ſhall be turned unto. 


Fables. If this is the Caſe, I have no, great ExpeQation- 


of convincing you of your Miſtake, but I am ſure you are 
left inexcuſable, eſpecially as your Conſciences cannot but 
teſtify, that your Seceſſion was not ſtom the National Charch 
of Scotland; nor from the Revolution Settlement either, but 
ſrom the Corrupt Party in the preſent Fudicatories carrying 
on a Courſe of Defection from our Reformation Principles, 
az your Acceſſion to the Aſſociate Presbytery did fully and 
plainly bear. I now proceed to the | e 

SECOND Point which I propoſed to handle in this Les 
ter, and that was, to expoſe your intollerable Chicanerie 
and Di ſimulation in graſping at the large Profits of the Bur- 


geſt Oath, while in the mean Time, you pretend fo high- 


ly to condemn the Oath itſelj. | 
This Subject indeed concerns theſe of you Only, or at 
leaſt more immediately, who are Burgeſſes ; And your Jug- 
pling and Deceit herein, is ſo glaring and manifeſt at the 
very fir(t Sight, that I am truly aſnamed on your Account. 


Religion is expoſed to the uimoſt Redicule and Contempt 


by your Conduct, as if it were nothing elſe but a ſolemn 
Trick. - With what Confidence, can you: pretend to look. 


upon the Burgeſs Oath to be ſo monſtruoully ſinful, as not 
only to make the. alledged Sinfulneſs' of it a Ground of Se. 


L paration, 


Y 
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ion, but likeways of Excommunication, and delivering 
over to Satan, and yet take the Benefit of this Oath your. 
Ives, in as ample a Manner, as any other Burgeſſes in 
Scotland do, and that without any real or Efectual Teſti. 
mony againſt the ſame ? If you really look upon this Oath 
to be ſo finful as you call it, Why do you touch, taſte or 
handle it ? Why do you not give up your Tickets, and re- 
tire to the Country to trade there, where you would be 
free of this Oath ? For as you ſtand at preſent, whatever 
Whim or Fancy you may pleaſe yourſelves with, you are 
as really, and in all Reſpects Burgeſſes, as any in the King- 
dom: And therefore I would ſeriouſly ask you this one 
Queſtion, How can you anſwer to God or your own Con- 
ſciences, for not ſeparating from the Reſt of your Brethren 
Burgeſſes in Glaſgow and elſewhere, by requiring your Names 
to be razed out from their Number, and refuſing to own 
yourſelves to be One with them, becauſe they profeſs the 
Lawfulneſs of this Oath which you pretend ſo highly to 
condemn ; as well as you have ſeparated from me, and my 
Brethren, and reſuſe to be one with us, for no other Rea- 
fon, but becauſe we cannot ſee that Oath to be a Sin of the 
Firſt Magnitude, by which you your/elves are reaping ſo 
much preſent Profit and Benefit ? If it would not offend 
you, I would give this Anſwer to the Queſti;n, That your 
ſeparating from us does not coff you much, But your ſepa- 
rating from your Brethren, the Burgeſſes of Glaſgow 48 
SUCH, and coming out from among them, in the Manner 
above mentioned, would endamage your Traffick, and de- 
prive you of the ſweet Benefits and Profits, you preſently 
enjoy by your Burge/s/hips. But, is not this Practice a 
Scandal to your Profeſſion ? Will not your Memorys ſlink 
in the Noſtrils of all ſober thinking Perſons, as a Sett of 
Men, deſtitute both of Honour and Honeſty, to make all 
this Not/e and Din about the horrid Sinfulneſs of the Bur- 
geſs Oath, and yet part with none of the Profits thereof, 
eſpecially as you knew, that you can have theſe Profits no 
other Way than by the Dath itſelf, in one Shape or other! 
I am forry to obſerve, That they whom you now own 
for your Miniſters, act ſuch an unfaithful, and I had almoſt 
ſaid. Jeſuiticul, Part, as to encourage you in taking all the 
Advantages of this Oath to yourſelves and yours, proving 
"only 


2 | "I 
enly you make the Simple and Harmleſs Acknowle dament 
of the Sinſulneſs of it to them, in 2 private Way, knows 
ing very well that neither Publick nor Private Acknow- 
ledgments of this Kind, can any way affect your Freedoms, 
or Ciminiſh the Worldly Gain you are ſo fond to obtain in 
Virtue of them; And therefore it is to be preſum'd, That 
ſince they are abundantly ſenſible, you will by no Means 
part with ſuch a Beneficial Privilege, they are reſolved to 
put up with you the belt Way they can; being aſraid that 
if they did urge you, under Pain of Excommunication, to 
give up your Tickets, and require your Names to be raz'd 
out of the Burgeſs Roll, ſome of you would readily ſoon 
turn your Cloak upon the other Shoulder. But to prevent 
this, and to ſecure you to a Side at any Rate, tho? it ſhould 
even be at the Expence of the Credit of Religion, and a 
good Conſcience, there are ſeveral inaccountable Shifts and 
Evaſions deviſed, for indulging you in reaping the large 
Advantages of the Burgeſs Oath, tho, according to you, 
the /aid Oath has ſuch a Complication of Iniquity in it, and 
ſo heinouſly aggravated, that whoever ſtands up in Vindi- 
cation thereof, or even does not fee the Sinſulneſs of it in 
ſuch a monſtruous Light, as to make it a Term of Com- 
munion, mult be caſt out of the Church of Chriſt, as Hea- 
then Men and Publicans. 1 

Altho' you have, perhaps, been reſolutely proof againſt 
the former Part of my Reaſoning in this Letter, and tho? 
I know that you and your Party are fill'd with as much 
groundleſs Prejudice and Rancour againſt my Perſon, as you 
can well hold, yet J am perſwaded that I have your Con- 
ſciences upon my Side, in the preſent Argument: For it is 
impoſſible, in the Nature of Things, that you can be in 
Earneſt, in looking upon the Burgeſs Oath to be fo egre- 
giouſly ſinful, as you pretend to call it, while in the mean 
Time, you will by no Means part with theſe Advantages, 
which you know you can have no other Way, but in Vir- 
tue of this Oath allenarly ; and are ſo far from being willin 
to /uffer any Thing for your new Teſlimony, that you will 
not loſe the lealt worldly Profit for the Sake of it ; which 
cannot but tempt ſome to think, that, at the Bottom, you 
are only making a Solemn Jeſt of this Affair, to ſerve your 
ether Purpoſes. 9 £3 


But in as much as you /creen'and Helter yourſelves, un, 
der ſeveral whimſical. and nonſenſical Excuſes for this your 
Practice, I ſhall'endeavour to beat you out of theſe Hing 
Refuges," by detecting the Weakneſs of theſe Shifts and E. 
afin, Which, I hear, have been uſed by you and your 
Leaders, to ſecure you in the unlawful Gain, which (ac 
cording to your Notions about the Burge/s Oath) you enjoy 
as Burgeſſci. 12 

I. Some of you alledge, that tho' you accepted of the 
Burgeſs and Cilary Ticket, yet you did not formally ſwear 
the Oath that is in it, and therefore your Profits cannot flo 
from the Burgeſs Oath, ſince you did never formally ſwear 
. | 


; Anſwer. That the diſpenſing with a formal ſwearing of 
the Oath, may be poſſibly wrong: But this is certain, that 
every Gilary T icket has the Burgeſs Oath at large, from End 
to End, in the Front of it, and immediately aſter, in the 
Ad of Entry, it is expreſly affirmed of the Perſoa enteted, 

hat he bas given his Oath as ſaid is; which Words 
manifeſtly relate to the Oath inſert abb in the Ticket, and, 
where there is not 2 formal ſwearing, cannot but import a 
material Approbation of, and tacite Conſent unto the ſaid 


Oath, and all that is in it. For it is obvious, that your 


filent Accepting of, and carrying away with you the Tic. 
tet, which affirms that you have given your Oath as ſaid is, 
mult be the ſame upon the Matter, as if you had actually 
ſworm it; and accordingly you are Marked in the Regi/ler, 
in the ſame Form with others who have ſworn expreſly. 
Beſides, if you have not formally ſworn the Oath, your 
Ticket bears a Falſehood in the Boſom of it, for it ſays, that 
ven have given your Oath as ſaid is, whereas, according to 
the preſent Shift, you have done no ſuch Thing in a ſor- 
mal and explicite Manner; and yet in the mean Time, 
whoever reads your Ticket, or conſults the Regiſter, can- 
not but conclude that pow have expreſly ſworn the Oath 
itſelf. Why then will you: take any Advantage of ſuch a 
pitiful Evaſion, That you hape not formally ſworn, when 
you have done the ſame Thing upon the Matter, and are 
teputed by the Court who admitted you, as having act 
taken ghe Oath, as is evident from the Tenor of their Ke- 
Fille hee there is no Difference recorded hetwixt _ 
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that have, or have not expreſſy and formally ſyorn the 


fame. - Th 1 8 
II. Others of you may poſſibly ſay, That you gave your 


Teſtimony againſt the Religious Clau/e in the Burgeſs Oath,* 


in Preſence of the Magiſtrate and Clerk, and declared that 
had not Freedom to ſwear the ſame. 

Anſw. Lask you, Is this Teſtimony and Declaration ro- 
corded ? Is there any Notice taken of it, either in your 
Ticket or in the Regiſter ; and whether did you not take 
your Ticket at it ſtands, bearing fairly that you approve 
of every Article in the * Oath, yea that you have 
ſworn it, not withftanding of your Verbal Teſtimony againſt 
the ſame ? What inaccount able Wheedling is this! 

III. Others of you affirm, That tho you entered Bur- 
geſes in common Form, yet you traffick only in Virtue 
of a Natural Right, which you pretend to have as free 
$ubjes, and by no Means in Virtue of a particular Free- 
dam as Burgeſſes. | 

Anſw. What Natural Right have you, to what is now 
become the Property of Others? When a Community or 
Corporation is erected, and endowed with certain Privileges, 
particularly with a Power to preſcribe the Terms of Admiſ- 
ſion to their Society, Does not Common Senſe ſay, that 


| Submiſſion to theſe Terms, is neceſſary to found a Title to 


the Privileges thereof? Altho' you have a Natural Right 
to proſecute your Jawful Callings, with all due Induſtry, 
and without Moleſtation, where it is not to the Detriment 
and Injury of others, yet this Natural Right can never 


' warrand you to intrude upon any particular Corporation; 


as Members thereof, without ſubmitting to their Regulati- 
ons, neither will the Laws of the City permit you ſo to do; 
Accordingly, in the Statutes of Gildry, ratify'd by the great 
Council of this City, it is ordained That The Dean of 
* Guld and his Council ſhall have Power to diſcharge, pu- 
© niſh and unlaw all Perſons Unfreemen uſing the Liberty 
* of a Freeman within this Burgh, as they ſhall think fit, 
* ay and while the ſaid Unſreemen be put off the Town 
« and refrained, or elſe be made free with the Town and 
* their Grafts ; and ſicklike to purſue before.the Judges 
competent, all Perſons dwelling within this Burgh, and 
* uſurping the Liberty thereof, obtain eels ag 
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them, and cauſe of ſame to ut to ſpeedy Executi. | 
„% on.” So that you cannot + any Natural Right to 
Trade in the Place, independent of your Freedom, unlek 
vou riotouſly ſet up to unhinge the Conftitution of the Burgh, 
IV. Some of you have the Weakneſs to maintain, that 
ou have purchaſed your Freedom with your Money, and 
That the Sum you pay'd intitle you to the Privilege of the 
City, without Regard to your Oath or Ticket. 
Anſw. As it is very commendable in every Society, to 
have Funds for the Maintenance of their decayed and 
Members, So it is highly reaſonable, that they who want 
to Share in the Privileges of any Society, ſhould pay for 
their Entry, the Sums agreed upon for the Support and 
Increaſe of theſe Funds, eſpecially as none is compell'd to 
enter except they pleaſe. But you muſt know, That no N ger 
Sum of Money whatſoever, can either make you Mem (if 
bers of a Corporation, or be a Token of your Freedom jay 
therein. It cannot make you MEMBERS, for the fun- gull 
damental Law of Memberſhip, is Submiſſion to the laudable . 
Regulations and Conſtitu'ions of the Society: Accordingly N och. 
in the preſent Caſe, it has been the Conſtant Practice of Me 
every Burgh in Scotland, at the Entering of Burgeſſes, to Þ der 
require the Acceptance of a Ticket, containing their Regu - exp 
lations either formally or materially, or elſe to record a | nev 
- Promiſe of Submiſſion to the fame; Neither can they do riag 
otherwiſe, without a manifeſt Violation of the above funda Þ One 
mental Law, without which no Society can ſubſiſt. It is I 04 
not your Money then, that makes you free, but it is your J 77 
Oath of Submiſſion to the Terms of the Society, whether || cla 
the Jath be expreſly given, or tacitely aſſented to; your || tho 
Money is only a mere Perquifite annexed to your Entry, ] bec 
for the Support of the publick Stock of the Corporation. || is, 
Again, as your Money cannot make you Free, ſo neither || an- 
can it be ſo much as the leaſt Tox EN of your Freedom, || the 
for, in the very Nature of Things, it muſt be ſome Writ- I Co 
ten Document or other, that you muſt have for your Secu- || the 
rity. The Money which you give out of your Hands, is || of: 
Not a Thing capable of being produc'd by you or your Po- || is 
ſterity, as an Evidence of your being entered Burgeſſes ; | An 
there muſt of Neceſſity be a Recourſe to your "_ or in 
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V. Some of you have the Aſſurance to make this piti- 


ful Excuſe for your preſent diſſembling Practice, namely, 


he Burge/s Oath may afrerwards become lawful, in which 


Caſe our Poſterity may come to reap the Benefit of our 


Entry. 
. Anſw. What tho' the Burgeſs Oath ſhould become law- 


ful To-morrow, will that warrand you to continue under 
the Sin of it for this Day? Do you not know, that they 


who. maintain it as their Opinion, That they may do evil 
that Good may come, and practiſe accordingly, have this aw- 
ſul Sentence paſs'd upon them, That their Damnation is 
juſt, Rom. iu. 8. | y 
VI. It has been argued, That altho' the Way and Man- 
ner of getting our Freedom be wrong, yet the Freedom it- 
ſelf 'when obtained even in this wrong Manner, may be 
lawful, juſt as a Marriage Relation is valid, tho? it be irre- 
gularly and unlawfully entered into. | 
Anſw. Your Ticket is your Freedom, and it cannot be 
otherwiſe, as I have ſhewed above, becauſe none can be a 
Member of any incorporated Society, without coming un- 
der ſome Engagements and Reſtrictions, either tacitely or, 
expreſly ; And if theſe Engagements be ſinful, they can 
never afterwards hecome lauful, even as an irregular Mar- 
riage can never, while World ſtands, become a regular 
One, nor the ſcandalous Practice of taking the Marriage 


Oath, as adminiſtred by a Scoundrel, who takes up the baſe 


Trade of marrying People for Money, without regular Pro- 
dlamation, ever become laudable and commendadle. For 
tho? in this Caſe the Marriage be valid, yet the Reaſon is, 


becauſe Marriage (if it is not within the Forbidden Degrees) 


is, in itſelf, a lawful Thing, being an Ordinance 6f God ; 
and therefore the Irregularity of the Form cannot diſannul 


the Relation, becauſe the Eſſence of Marriage lies in the 


Conſent of Parties. But what Connexion is there betwixt 
the Validity of an irregular Marriage, and the Sinfulneſs 
of the Burgeſs Oath ? For, it is not Marriage in it/elf that 
is quarreled, but the irregular Manner of entering into it; 
And if fo, then the Alternative will come out againſt you, 
in this Manner, It is not the Burgeſs Oath in it/eif that is 

D 2 quatrel- 


Regiſter, oth Sole Documents of ſuch 2 Pri- 
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quarrelsd; but the” ffn! Manner of taking it, without 
Knowledge, Deliberation and a ſuitable Fear and Reverency 
of God's holy Name interpoſed in all Oaths ; I grant this 

y be too often true, but it does not affe the Oath it. 
Well then, as you allow an irregular Marriage to be 
valid, notwithſtanding of the Irregularity, So, Do you al- 
low the Burgeſs Oath to be lawful, notwithſtanding of the 
ſinful Manner in which ſome may ſwear it? If you do, We 
are agreed for once; If not, Why do you uſe a Similitude 
which cannot hold ? But I ſhall furniſh you with one that 
will run exactly, As an inceſtuous Marriage is unlawful and 
null in itſelf, and therefore ought to be diſſolved, So our 
Freedom by the Bargeſ5 Oath being in itſelf ſinful, we 
- ought to give up with it, and take no Benefit thereby. This 
is a Compariſon that ſuits your Caſe, I wiſh you would 
think on it. | 

VII. Some of you have ſaid for yourſelves, That a ſim- 
ple Acknowledgment of the Sinfulneſs of the Oath of Ab- 
Juration, has been reckoned ſufficient to purge the Offence 
of taking the ſaid Oath, without laying afide the Offices, 
upon the Account of which it was required by Law ; juſt 
fo, A ſimple Acknowledgment of the Sinfulneſs of the Bur- 
geſs Oath, is ſufficient to purge the Offence of taking it, 
without rendering up our Burgeſs Tickets, and parting with 
the Profits which flow from them. | 

Anſw. The Oath of Abjuration conſtitutes no Perſon 
whatſoever into the Office, upon Account of which it is 
required by Law, that is, it makes no Man a Miniſter, 
Magiſtrate or School-maſler, &c. The Law indeed impo- 
ſes it upon Perſons that are in the Exerciſe of theſe, and 
ſome other Offices ; but it is obvious that a Miniſter is 
conſtitute into his Office by his Presbytery upon a Scrip- 
tural Call; a Magiſtrate, by Election according to the Sett 
of the Burgh; a School-maſter, by the voluntary Conſent 
of theſe who PW, him, but the Abjuration Oath does 


2) 


not conſtitute the Office unto any of them; whereas it is the 
Burgeſs Jath allenarly, in one Shape or other; and nothing 
elſe, that conſtitutes you Burgeſſes : It is ſo eſſential to you 
in that Capacity, that if you are ſtrip'd or deprived of your 
Tickets, by theſe who have Power to do it, you have no 
more Reing of Exiltence- as Burgeſſer. And this 3 
- : 2 ; If On, 
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of the Burgeſs Oath, is not ſufficient for you, becauſe thi. 
Burgeſs Oath is abſolutely efſential unto your very Baihg as: 
Burgeſſes ; But the Abjuration Oath is by no Means eſſen- 
tal unto the Being of a Magiſtrate, Miniſter or Schaal 
naſter, for a Man may worthily diſcharge any of theſe Of, 
ices, tho* he had never heard of the 4bjuration Oath, 


” « | 0 | * 
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whereas no Man ever was, or could be a Burgeſs in Scate, | 


land, withoug a Relation to the Burgeſs Oath, as the very 


Thing that conſlitutes his Freedom. Beſides, there is n@- 


Profit properly redounding to any by the Abjuration Oath ; 
altho” it may give a Right in Law, to uplift Salarys previ- 
ouſly annexed unto ſuch or ſuch Offices, yet there is no Pro- 
fic properly redounding from the Oath 1t/elf, But there are 


round Profits ariſing from the Burgeſs Oath itſelf, for it not 


only gives you a legal Right to uſe your Freedoms or Bur- 
geſsſhips, but it conſtitutes the very Eſſence of hem. So 
that you ſee your Cauſe gets no Strength by this Argu- 
ment, wherein you ſo much boaſt, | 
VIII. There are ſome of you who alledge, That you 
have only a Gratis Ticket, and are thereby free of the Oath, 


Anſw. I own that the Gratis Ticket has not the Oath - 


at large, inſert in the Front of it, as the Gildry Ticket has, 
nor can the firſt do any Service to your Poſterity, as the 
laſt doth, yet in the Gratis Ticket, it is ſaid of the Perſon 
who gets it, That He © gives his Oath of Fidelity os Uſe 
is.” Now, altho' the Uſe is, that this Oath of Fidelity is 
only given in general Terms, ſuch as, that you {ball pre- 
ſerve the Privileges, and promote the Wellfare of the City, 


pet it cannot miſs to reduplicate upon the Burgeſs Oath, 


where theſe Privileges of the City are particularly ſpecifies, 
among which, the Profeſing of the True Religion preſently 
profeſſed and authoriſed in the Laws of this Realm, is one: 
and therefore by your having a Gratis Ticket, you as much 
homologate the Burgeſi Oath upon the Matter, as tho' you 
bad a Gildry One. 
IX. Others of you talk, as if you were content to burn 
or deſtroy your Tickets. 
Anſw. No Doubt but by ſach a Speech you want to 


make the World believe that you are quite eaſy about 


your Freedom ; But every Body knows, that tho" any of 


you | 
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ve ſhould privately deſtroy your Ticket, it can no Way 


your Freedom; yea, tho' you ſhould publiſh it to 
the World that you have done ſo, none can moleſt you 
in the Profits of it, while you do not ſolemnly give up 
your Freedom into proper Hands, and require your Names 
to be razed out of the Rant and R of Burgeſſes. Beſides, 
altho” you may talk at the above Rate to amuſe the Igno- 
rant, you know well enough, that you or yours can pet 
an Extract of your Tickets for a Trifle, when you or they 
pleaſe, and have as much Benefit by them, as tho! they 
had never been deſtroyed. _ „ 
X. I have heard, that ſome of you have been fo fooliſh, 
or rather wor/e, as to ſpeak of leaving a Written Teſtimony 
befide your Ticket, againſt the Lawfulneſs of the Burgeſs 


Oath, for the Benefit of your Poſterity, That if they at- 


tempt to claim the Privilege of entering by you, they may 
ſee what have been your Sentiments in this Matter. 


_ + Anfw. If any of you, under the Shadow of this Shan 
Teſtimony, ſhall adventure to hale and draw in the Profits, 


of the Burgeſi Oath to yourſelves in the mean Time; This 


Teſtimony which you leave behind you, will be a real E- 


vidence to your Poſterity, that you have been nothing but 


Hypocritical Knaves, pretending to leave a Teſtimony to 


them, againſt the Thing which you would by no Means 

with yourſelves ; and in Effect teaching them the 
baſe Art of Diſinulation, which you have ſo profitably 
practiſed before them. | 


The above, ſo far as I remember, are all the Shifts and 


Evaſions, 1 have heard uſed by 5% and your Party, for 
ſcreening yourſelves in the Pofſ-ſhon of your Unlawful 
Profits, againſt the joint Voice of Religion, Reaſon and 
Conſeience; and I leave it to the impartial World to judge, 
if I have not anſwered them ; and as I am not afraid of 
any Rational Return to what I have ſaid, ſo if any Thing 
caſt up otherwiſe, it ſhall be utterly deſpiſed by me. For 
my Part, Every Body knows that I look upon the Bur- 
geſt Oath as LawevuL, tho' I am not for impoſing my 
Opinion in this Matter, upon Any as a Term of Commu- 
nion with them; and therefore I-cannat but look upon 
the awful Profits ariſing from the ſaid Oath, unto ſuch 
Burgeſſes as are not convinced of the Sinſulneſs of it, 's 
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be very honeſtly FI. af as for you, who pretend to 
lock upon this Oath to be ſo monſtruouſly- ſinful, as to give 
your hearty Conſent to deliver over to Satan, Miniſters of 
Chriſt, who cannot have the remoteſt View of reaping a- 
ny Advantage by this Oath, tho' _ cannot view it in 

a 


ſuch a hideous Light, and yet at the ſame Time graſpiag 
Night and Day at all the Profits which flow from it your- 


ſelves, and which you know you can have no other Way 
than by the ſame allenarly, you thereby leave ſuch a Deep 


Stein of Juggle and Diſſimulation, upon your own Names 
and Memorys, as will be indelible in all aſter Generations; 
and your Teachers who indulge you herein, for their own 
Ends, are doubly guilty. . 
Thus I have freely exonered myſelf on this Subject. I 
have no great Hopes of gaining you by all that I can ſay, 
your Prejudice is 100 deeply rooted to be overcome by Rea- 
{oning, unleſs Sovereign Mercy interpoſe, and therefore I 
ſend this Letter abroad, as a faxing Witneſs betwixt you 
and me unto others; And as you cannot but hear that ſuch 
a Letter is publiſhed, So if you do not read and conſider it, 
you will thereby further wrong your own Souls, and harden 


yourſelves more in your Sin ; for I am perſwaded, that if ; 


you have not quite flrangled your own Conſciences, what I 
have ſaid would readily reach them, as I hope it will be 


* convincing to others who are leſs prejudiced, to diſcover 


the Sinfulneſs of the preſent Courſe you are taking. I ant 
{ure you cannot think that I wiſh you any Harm, when I 
join Iſſue with the Petition of the P/plmiſt, Pal. Ixxxili. 
16. Fill their Faces with Shame, that they may ſeek thy 
Name, © Lord. 


GLasSGow, we 


20. 1749. JAMES FISHER, 
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